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TYPOLOGY OF SHARED USE OF FACILITIES 
 
    
Type 
Sharing a specific fa-
cility – a desk or a 
workspace in a semi- 
closed community 
Sharing several facilities 
in an open or semi-
closed community  
Sharing physical 
space in a building or 
a building in itself in a 
closed community 
Sharing facilities between 
users in a network of 
buildings/organisations in 
an open, semi-closed or 
closed community 
General attributes 
Sharing is facilitated 
by an owner and di-
rected towards pri-
vate individuals 
Sharing in the form of a 
building owner making 
specific facilities availa-
ble to the general pub-
lic 
Sharing of space in-
side a building be-
tween different 
groups or organisa-
tions 
Sharing of facilities be-
tween users of different 
buildings with different 
owners 
When 
Simultaneous use 
Simultaneous and serial 
use 
Simultaneous and se-
rial use 
Simultaneous and serial 
use 
Why Keep costs down 
Synergy 
Keep costs down 
Optimised use 
CSR activity 
Keep costs down 
Optimised use 
Surplus space 
Keep costs down 
Optimised use 
Synergy 
Who 
Access is restricted to 
individuals approved 
by the owner  
Access is available to a 
large group of people in 
addition to own em-
ployees 
Access is restricted to 
pre-agreed groups or 
individuals decided by 
the owner 
Access is available for 
employees/residents 
from the buildings in-
volved 
How 
One party has owner-
ship of the space, and 
individuals can gain 
access either free or 
for a fee 
The organisation with 
ownership opens up 
specific parts of their 
property for use for the 
greater public 
One party has owner-
ship of the space and 
makes it available for 
specific groups or in-
dividuals for a fee 
Different building owners 
come together and agree 
on sharing specific facili-
ties or buildings instead 
of each having one 
Examples 
1) Republikken, DK 
2) Plywood sheds, USA 
3) School sharing, NED 
4) The HUB, DK 
5) Lyngby Idraetsby, DK 
6) Ramboll, DK 
7) Frivilligcenter Hillerod, DK 
8) Risskov Library, DK 
9) FOF Lyngby, DK 
10) Fjaltring-Trans, DK 
11) Churches, UK 
12) Shared use hubs, AUS 
13) Space for entrepreneur-
ship., USA 
14) Airport passenger build-
ings 
15) Use of school premises, 
UK 
16) Center for A & E, LTK, 
DK 
17) Denver Shared Spaces, 
USA 
18) Musicon, DK 
19) Manchester Media City, UK 
20) Shared school campus, NIR 
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Degree of 
sharing No sharing Invited sharing 
Collaborative 
sharing 
Complete 
sharing 
 
 Microsoft, DK Musicon, DK  Zeeburgereiland, NL  
Mabos, IRL  
Elisabeth Centre, DK  
Lyngby Idrætsby, DK  
Characteristics of shared space 
What Core facilities; 
Support facilities; 
When Simultaneous sharing;  
Serial sharing; 
Why Optimising use of m2;  
Keep costs down;  
CSR activity;  
Synergy;  
Who Unlimited access;  
Access available for employees of the sharing partners; 
Access restricted to individuals/groups approved by owner; 
How One party has ownership and makes the space available either free or for a fee;   
Different owners come together and agree on sharing specific facilities or locations with each other; 
A third party has ownership and manages the space for the parties sharing; 
Themes Practicalities:  
Involvement 
Territoriality 
 Invited sharing: Microsoft, DK 
Microsoft Lyngby is Microsoft’s new domicile in Denmark. The building project ran from 2013-2015 with the purpose of re-
placing Microsoft’s two previous locations in northern Zealand, and the new building will besides the private workspaces that 
will constitute most of the building, have two main spaces to be shared with parties outside of the organisation. The first is a 
number of workstations for students to apply for, and these will be available for pre-approved students during regular work-
ing hours. Users will be granted access to the first part of the building not open to the public, with the rest of the space still 
being off limits. The second initiative is a public café in the ground floor area. Due to security considerations the café which 
initially was planned as one became divided in two, with one section serving Microsoft employees and the other serving the 
public though a separate entrance in the façade.  
 
Collaborative Sharing: Zeeburgereiland, NL 
IKC Zeeburgereiland is a new educational building in Amsterdam, Holland, and was finished in 2013. It comprises space for a 
nursery, kindergarten, preschool, primary education (<12 years), afterschool day-care, a sports hall and unspecified ‘neigh-
bourhood functions’, all in one building. The project was developed to tackle a number of challenges, among which was 
providing adequate facilities in a fast growing newly developed areas with increasing population numbers. Due to more strict 
legislation regarding safety, hygiene etc., regarding the smallest children, the nursery has their own space in the building and 
their own entrance. The other sharing parties have separate sections of the building that they call their own, but in addition to 
these zones several aspects of the building is shared. The sports facility is used by all, afterschool care is located in classrooms 
after teaching hours to mention some. Besides the physical aspects, most service aspects of running the building are shared; 
cleaning, catering etc. 
 
 
Complete sharing: Lyngby Idrætsby, DK 
Lyngby Idrætsby in Denmark is a non-profit sports facility owned by the municipality of Lyngby-Taarbæk, initiated in 2012 and 
completion date by the end of 2016. The building and renovation project increased the size from approximately 13,700 m2, 
not counting the outdoor areas, to 23,080 m2, and added a number of facilities to the existing complex, among which are 
new common rooms for the sports associations, an area reserved for the business community, a physical education day-care 
centre as well as space for the Lyngby-Taarbæk Youth School, in order to achieve the municipality’s vision of the space to be 
characterised by activity in as many hours of the day as possible, for as many different users as possible. The facilities for re-
creational sports, both old and new, are meant to be shared where possible, and all new facilities are planned with multi-pur-
pose use in mind with much attention being put on flexible interior design and furnishing to accomplish this goal. 

